THE DISCUSSION OF "RESPONSIBILITY* AFTER IQlfl   11
Orange Book 12 gave striking proof of the deception^ fey
which the Russian Government had sought in 1914 to hidS
its responsibility for the War. Not only had it completely
suppressed half of the telegrams actually exchanged be-
tween Paris and St. Petersburg, including some of great
importance, but, even in the telegrams which were pub-
lished, important' passages were omitted, and in some cases
deliberately forged words were added. These Russian reve-
lations began to shake the confidence of scholars in the com-
pleteness and reliability of the other Entente documentary
publications which had been accepted outside the Central
Powers as good evidence of Entente innocence and German
guilt.
The incompleteness and unreliability of the Tsarist
Russian Orange Book was further evidenced in 1922 by the
publication in the Bolshevist historical journal, Red Ar-
chives,1* of all the despatches exchanged between St. Peters-
burg and the Russian Embassy in Berlin during July, 1914.
Accompanying these is a long memoir which Bronevski, the
Russian Charge d'Affaires at Berlin, wrote immediately
upon his return to Russia at the outbreak of War, in which
he recounted in detail the events of his last days in Berlin.
In 1923 Baron Schilling's Diary of the Former Ministry
of Foreign Affairs, which had lain hidden away in a cup-
board, was discovered and published by the Bolshevists.14
It gave a new and vivid account of the doings and conver-
sations of the Russian Foreign Minister, M. Sazonov, be-
tween July 16 and August 1, 1914. The diary is especially
valuable because Schilling was M. Sazonov's confidential
assistant (Chef de Cabinet) at the Foreign Office, and sum-.
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